BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE TENNESSEE

August 28, 2002
IN RE: | TR i
o PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF TI-IE ) 3 DOCKET NO. 02-00584
AMENDMENT TO THE ) SR SRR
- INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT )
BETWEEN BELLSOUTH )
S TELECOMMUNICATIONS INC. AND NOS )
COMMUNICATIONS INC : )

‘ ‘ ORDER APPROVING o L
AMENDMENT 'ro THE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

ThlS matter came before Dlrector Deborah Taylor Tate Dlrector Pat Mlller and Dlrector, ;

& Ron J ones of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authorlty’ ) the votlng panel assrgned m . f ‘

L thls docket at a regularly scheduled Authonty Conference held on July 23, 2002 to consrder 5

i pursuant to 47 U. s.C. § 252 the Petition for approval of the amendment to the 1nterconnect10n o

. agreement negotlated between BellSouth Telecommumcatlons Inc. and NOS Commumcatlons o

"Inc.

The original kinterconnection' agreement between the_‘ parties Was ﬁled‘on Octoberll?,’

i : 2001 and- was assrgned Docket No. 01-00888. The Authonty approved the agreement at the Pt

s ;December 4 2001 Authonty Conference The first amendment to the agreement whrch is the‘ : :“ :

'i 1 subject of thls docket Was ﬁled on May 20 2002




Based upon the review of the amendment, the record in this matter and the standards for

2 . review set forth in 47 U.S. C § 252 the Dlrectors unammously granted the amendment and made” o

- the followmg findings and conclusmns
i 1) The Authonty has _]lll’lSdlCtiQn over public utihties pursuant toTenn. Code Ann.
o §esalos | | | |
4 2) - The amendment i is in the public 1nterest as it prov1des consumers w1th alternatlve‘ s
sources of telecommumcatlons services W1th1n the BellSouth Telecommumcatlons, Inc. serwce X
. . , .

,'3\)' Theamendment is not discriminatory ’to‘ telecommWications serVice providersk
R that are not partres thereto

/4), 47 U S.C.§ 252(e)(2)(A) prov1des thata state comnusswn may re]ect a negotlated o '

, agreement only 1f it “dlscrlmmates against a telecommumcatlons carrier not a party to the L

| agreement” or if the unplementatlon of the agreement “is not consrstent with the pubhc interest,

: convemence or necess1ty ” Unlike arbrtrated agreements a state commrssmn may not reject ak s

negotlated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requlrements of ey

‘k . ‘\47 U.S.C. §§ 251 or 252(d) Thus, although the Authonty finds that neither ground for rejectlon i " ‘j |
: 3 of a negotlated agreement exists, thlS ﬁndmg should not be construed to mean that the -
‘ amendment is consistent with §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter prev1ous Authonty dec151ons
k 5) : No person or entlty has sought to mtervene in thrs docket |
6) The amendment is reviewable by the Authority pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252 andk ; B |

) Tenn CodeAnn §65-4-104

 ISee47USC.§ 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp. 2001),




IT 'IES THEREFORE ORDERED THAT'

: The Petition is granted and the first amendment to the mterconnectlon agreement; o

negotlated between BellSouth Telecommumcatlons Inc. and NOS Commumcatlons, Inc. is

: ; approved and is subJect to the review of the Authonty as prov1ded »he’rem.

W%VMD ,

Deborah Taylor Tatg, Director




